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MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(Legislative Department) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 11th October 1976 

S.O. 673(E). —The following Order made by the President is published for general 
information:— 


Order 

Whereas the election of Shri Lhomithi Sema. the returned candidate from the Dimapur 
Assembly Constituency in the State of Nagaland at the general election to the Legislative 
Assembly of that State held in February, 1974, was declared void by the Gauhati High 
Court (High Court of Assam, Nagaland, Meghalaya, Manipur and Tripura), Kohima 
Bench, by its judgment dated rtte 26th September, 1974 in Election Petition No, 1 of 
1974; 

And whereas an appeal of the returned candidate to the Supreme Court against the 
judgment of the said High Court, was dismissed by the Supreme Court as withdrawn, 
by its order dated the 24th November, 1975; 

And whereas the Secretary, Legislative Assembly of the State of Nagaland, being the 
authority specified by the Central Government for the purpose of sub-section (1) of section 
8A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act), under the Notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Law, Justice 
and Company Affairs (Legislative Department), No. 367(E). dated the 25th May 1976, 
has submitted the case to the President for determination of (he question as to whether 
the said Shri Lhomithi Sema shall be disqualified, and if so, for what period; 
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And whereas the President has sought the opinion of the Election Commission in the 
matter in pursuance of sub-section (3) of said section 8A; 

And whereas the Election Commission has, in its opinion (vide Annexure), recom¬ 
mended the imposition of a disqualification on the said fihri Lhomithi Sema for a period 
of threo years from the 24th November, 1975; 

Now, therefore, I, Fakhruddin Ali Ahmed, President of India, in exercise of the powers 
conferred on me under sub-section (3) of section, 8A of the said Act, do hereby impose a 
disqualification on the said Shri Lhomithi Serna for a period of three years from the 
24th November, 1975. 

Rashtrapati Bhawan, FAKHRUDDIN ALI AHMED. 

New Delhi, the 30th Sept., 1976. President of India. 

Annexure 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
Before the Chief Election Commissioner 

In re; Reference from the President under section 8A(3) read with section 8A(1) 
of the Representation of the .People Act,. 1951 regarding the case of 
Shri Lhomithi Sema. 

This is the first reference to the Commission from the President of India under section 
8A{3) road with section 8A (1) of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 (hereinafter 
referred to as the Act) as amended by the Election Laws (Amendment) Act, 1975. The 
opinion of the Election Commission is soug'nt on the question as to whether Shri Lhomithi 
Sema, whose election to the Legislative Assembly of Nagaland in 1974 had been set aside 
on the ground of the commission of certain corrupt practices, should be disqualified in 
terms of section 7(b) read with section 8A (1) of the Act and if so, for what period. 

2. Shri Lhomithi Sema (hereinafter referred to as the ‘returned candidate’) contested 
the general election to the Legislative Assembly of Nagaland held in February 1974 from 
Dimapur Assembly constituency and was declared elected. Subsequently, his election was 
challenged before the Gauhati High Court, Kobima Bench, by Shri Neisatuo Keditsu, 
one of the contesting candidates (hereinafter referred to as the ‘election petitioner 1 ). The 
Allegation levelled against the returned candidate in the election petition was that he had 
been guilty of the commission of three corrupt practices, namely, (i) incurring or autho¬ 
rising an expenditure exceeding the permissible maximum of Rs. 2500/-; (ii) bribery; and 

(iii) undue influence, 

3. The issue relating to undue influence was not pressed before the High Court by the 
election petitioner. By its judgment dated 26 September, 1974, the High Court declared 
the election of Shri Sema to be void and recorded a finding in terms of section 99 (1) of 
the Act in regard to the commission of the other two corrupt practices. The High Court 
held that the first two descriptions of corrupt practices mentioned above, had been proved 
to have been committed by Shri Sema. The Court found that Shri Sema had (i) incurred 
or authorised expenditure in contravention of section 77 of the Act and (ii) had indulged 
in bribery by throwing a feast as a gratification of the people of Natunbasti with the 
object directly or indirectly of inducing the electors of that Basti to vote for him in the 
election. 

4. On the issue of the corrupt practice defined in section 123(6), the High Court held 
that four items of expenditure amounting to Rs. 1188.20 had not been included in the 
account of election expenses filed by the returned candidate; if that amount was added to 
the declared amount of Rs. 2309.20. the total expenditure incurred or authorised by Shri 
Sterna would exceed the permissible limit of Rs. 2500/-. These items were (i) Rs. 967/- 
found to have been spent by Shri Sema on fuel charges on the vehicles used by him; 
(ii) Rs. 20/- spent by the Nagaland National Organization (N.N.O.) Sadar Committee, 
Dimapur, with his consent on the purchase of four rubber blocks; (ili) a sum of Rs, 81.20 
paid for elactoral rolls and a copy of candidates’ Hand Book purchased by him and by 
the NNO Sadar Committee, Dimapur, with his consent or that of his election agent; and 

(iv) Rs. 120/- which one Vikeshi Sema had paid oni behalf of the returned candidate 
towards the rent of one room taken for electioneering purposes. 

5. The facts which are held to have been established at the trial of the election petition 
in respect of the charge of bribery were briefly as follows;—■ 

A meeting of the NNO party was held at the House of one Utilemba on 19 lanuary, 
1974. Food articles i.e rice, pork and mutton were served and these food articles were 
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supplied by the returned candidate. Rum was also served to the participants in the meet¬ 
ing and the liquor had also been provided by the returned candidate. The meeting had 
been addressed by the one Shri Anwar Hussain, Secretary of the NNO, Dimapur and by 
the returned candidate. Both had commended the NNO candidates to thos e assembled. 
The High Court held that it had been established that the meeting was meant to advance 
the election prospects of the respondent by appealing to the electors of No. 2 Dimapur 
constituency residents in Natunbasti to exercise their franchise in favour of the returned 
candidate. 


6. An appeal was filed on 11 October, 1974 by the returned candidate in the Supreme 
Court against the decision of the High Court. By its order dated 17 October, 1974, the 
Supreme Court stayed the operation of th© judgment and the order dated 26 September, 
1974 of the Gauhati High Court, Kohima Bench. Meanwhile, the Legislative Assembly, 
of Nagaland was dissolved by the Governor of Nagaland in the exercise of his Constitu¬ 
tional authority with effect from 20 May, 1975. By its order dated 24 November, 1975, 
thc Supreme Court dismissed the appeal of the returned candidate as withdrawn. 

7. On receipt of thc reference from the President, the Election Commission issued a 
notice to the returned candidate offering him an opportunity of being heard before ten¬ 
dering its opinion to the President under section 8A(3) of thc Representation of the People 
Act, 1951. A hearing was held for the purpose on 10 August, 1976. Thc returned candi¬ 
date appeared in person. He submitted written submission which have been brought on 
record. He also made a brief oral submission to thc effect that his appeal before the 
Supreme Court had been withdrawn by him as he could not afford the enormous expense 
involved in prosecuting the appeal. He stated that if he had pursued the appeal he thought 
that he had every chance of winning the case and having tho findings and order of the 
High Court set aside. He 'also stated that the finding of the High Court in regard to the 
charge of bribery by holding a feast was based mainly on the evidence of one person in 
whose house the meeting of the NNO was 'held and that he had not incurred any expenditure 
or arranged thc feast. He therefore prayed that his case be considered sympathetically. 


8. The findings of the High Court are clear and unambiguous. The Election Com¬ 
mission cannot obviously arrogate to itself the character or functions of an appellate 
authority in relation to the Gauhati High Court. This role belongs to the Supreme Court 
before which an appeal was filed but withdrawn, The Commission is bound, in the cir¬ 
cumstances, by the findings of fact and law recorded by the Gauhati High Court. 


9. The Act provides for a maximum limit to election expenditure incurred by a candi¬ 
date or on his authority, and defines bribery in thc context of elections. It brings the 
violation of tho expenditure limit and the commission of bribery in the context of an 
election both under the definition of “corrupt practices”. Under sections 8A and DA 
of the Act provision is made for disqualification for being a member of cither House 
of Parliament or of the Legislature of a State and for voting at any election. Jnesc 
provisions are made in order to ensure honesty in thc process of election and to secure 
to the electorate thc right of an unrestricted free exercise of choice among candidates. 
These are basic requirements of any real democracy and there can be no two opinions 
as to whether or not persons guilty of “corrupt practices” at elections should be disquali¬ 
fied under sections 8A and 11 A, of the Act. The answer must clearly be in the affirmative 
and I tender opinion accordingly under section 8Af3) of thc Act. 


10. The question of an appropriate period of disqualification remains. Tt is well 

known that Nagaland is largely tribal and has not until recently been fully in thc main¬ 

stream of the national life in the political, economic or social fields. A modern demo¬ 
cracy with its machinery and its ethical requirements is a relatively new institution in this 
tribal area. A certain degree of clemency would therefore be not out of place in cases 
of the present kind. Nevertheless, the punishment of disqualification would not be effec¬ 
tive unless the person committing “corrupt practices” is excluded from taking part at least 
in one general election. The findings of the High Court of Gauhati take effee1 as f'om 
24 November, 1975 on which date the Supreme Court dismissed the appeal and vacated 
the order staging the judgment and the order of the Gauhati High Court. 0^™^. 
the Nagaland Assembly would have continued until February 1979 as the last P™iJ 

election to the Assembly was held in February 1974. But in exercise of his const,lutiona 

authority, thc Governor of Nagaland dissolved the Legislative Assembly with effect fr n 
2D Mav 1975. The State is now under President's rule. It is not possible to predi. 
when thc President would consider conditions in Nagaland to have bccom- conducive 
the restoration of a popularly-elected Government in that State, Neverthe ex, it 
be . Suable assumption" th „ the restoration of a popular fleeted Government 
.through fne constitution of a duly elected Assembly by a general election may not be delay 
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cd longer than two years. Under article 356 of the Constitution the Presidential Procla¬ 
mation cannot remain in force beyond 20 May, 1978 in the ordinary course. A general 
election to constitute a new Assembly in the State of Nagaland can therefore be taken 
as nearly certain not later the middle of 1978. T therefore consider that the imposition 
of a disqualification for a period of three years from the final finding in his case (l.f. 24 
November, 1975) under section 8A(1) of the Act would ensure that the returned candidate 
shall be prevented from being chosen as a member of the House of the People or of the 
Nagaland Assembly at least at one general election. I tender opinion accordingly under 
section 8A(3) of the Act that a disqualification of three years commencing from 24 
November, 1975 could be appropriately imposed on the returned candidate in the instant 
case. 


(Sd.) T. SWAMINATHAN, 
Chief Election Commissioner of India. 

New Delhi; 

26 August, 1976 


[No. F.7(17)/76-I.eg.II] 
E. VENKATESWARAN, Jt. Secy. 

TO* 

wffer^nn 

RffaeTO, 11 SpfcJTO, 1976 

ftTo mio 67 3 (w).—Tps^qfR 3TTT fTOn TOT fTORfafTOr 5TRH TORlRTRur 

TO R-PT+tTO % ftpr RTlfiircr fTOTT RETT $ :— 

iqTOw 

TO TOlT, TOrTO, 1 974 R RTRTTOR TTTO TO fRRTR TOTT % RWITR 

father Jr tot uro % TOrttr fTOnR tott fRR'rRR eTR it fRTOfRR totTO «r i TOtrrTO 
TOR 'RTTFTT (RTRTR, RTRTTOR, Jr TORT, RfwjR TOr fij'JTT TOR rTTIFEl) TO TOf?RT 
^ % 1974 TO ffiTORR rTO Ro 1 % RRR Jr Rift® 26 fHRRRR, 1974 TO fTO. TO 
TO jrrr tot% [rTOrr TO tot TOfTOr to: fror «it; 

TOT TOR 7RTRTRR % fRRR % fa TO RTORR fRTRTTOT it fRRlfRR R*tTO RRT 
TO fif TOTOr TO, RTTOT % farR TOR % TTTOT, TORRR -TPTTHR R RTTOsr 24 RTOTO, 1975 
% R7%>R ffTRT RffTO TO fTOTT RT; 

RfRTRTO TTTO TO fTOTR RRT % rFrR if, TO HlRT RfafRFtJRT RiyfRTOT, 19 51 
(frot TRR TOR TOR RFtffRRR TOT p-TT |) TO R1TT 8T TO RTHTRT ( 1) % TTTRRTT , 

TO TO TOR % MS, TOR TOR TOTRt TOR RRTHR (FTOJPTt FrRTR) TO' RlfTfRRT 
R° 367(f), RiTTOiTO' 25 R#, 1970 % TOfiR, %RT R RRRTR JTRT fafRfos: 

flfTORTt TOR TOT RT^qfR TO TO ’TRJ.FrR RRR % fTO RRJR ffRTT | f R TOT 

tor TO R^TOrTO Rrt TO fRR%r to fetn ttr TOr rFr TO TO FtrTO rrFr % Fto ; 
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ai^nfrr f ?rr TrnrJr aa, 3 mr am 8 a: aft m-ara (3) % marram Jr fmmn 
trmtn aft tpt atft ^; 

f^rf^r tnrfpr tr, mar am Jr (anaa ffair), a? fircnfaar aft $ fa: aaa «ft 
?$tMt Jimr aft aratsr 2 4 aama, 1975 Jr tfta af aft aafa a: fm faaf^r m fcq-r 
^mr; 

am, aa, t, arsm^ta a?ft a?aa,aran an amjafa, aan afafamr aft am sa: 
aft arcam (3) % wfta an aan arfaaai an nain am |tt, uaa sft ^rfm«fr JraT 
aft crrfta 24 amm 1975 Jr am m aft aafa ^ faa faaf|a amr$ 1 

nmjnfn w, n;?mfm ant a?aa, 

af famt, 30 fanrnt, 1970 amr ar nrcjnfa 1 

gqTia 

amt an raafan amtn 

w®r faarfaa amaa a ana 

>9 

afar srfnfafa** *f«ffaaa, 1951 aft stttt sar (1) af am «rfea aw 8«p (3) v a«fta 

«rt yjtfaat n>T * ama dia a ^Tamf?r $ mar fa* a * faaa a i 

a? a$ar arwr $ fa Jr arra % am?rfa a fnaraa fVfa (amaa) afafatra, 
1975 sm mraarfm mta; afafafam afafann, 1951 (faJr trm arit afafamr ar?j 
am |) aft am st (1) % am nfsa am 8m( 3) % asfta faafna amtn aft falfatr 
fam 1 1 faafaa awta art nm ^a aan an; atnt nf ft far am «fr ??Tfaat Jwt aft, faaan 
1974a gar arara^a faara aar faq; faafaa arfamr men aima frn am % aian: 
ar am m nR fan aar «rr, afafam aft am s( 1) % am afca am 7 (^) % wf 
Jr farf?a ar fam am aT^rr 1 

2. <sft rarfaat %aT (f^af ^aa am ‘faarfaa arnmf 1 ar^T am |) ^ nmd, 
1974 Jr far arar^a faam aar aa araraa faaraa, frar^r faara aar faaraa «ta 
Jr am ar %Ar a faartaa affra fq Jr 1 am a, faafaa aaa am aar avwf > 4 t 
atargift (fmf ?aif am -faafaa a^fmr’ t?t aai |) a aa>; faafaa at 
jfrmfr m srarraa ^ a;fma fa % aaa aafaf ^ at i faaraa aaf Jr faaftaa 
^rtaaf % faq^r amar am afaaaa aa ar f p a? fra maaa aaf mr ar«ft am 
watf (i) 2500 a - 3 aft arfa afaara aara Jr afaa maaar ar rjana aft 
arfa?a araar, (ii) fwrt; ata (iii) aamar aaa maar 1 

3. aama aaa maf a fat faar^a^ aa ffama srffaR a 'am ^qrarara % 
aa«r ataa^ttmrr 1 am mama f, arat^ 2otaai : aa, 1974% ?rmr fafa sm 
«fr Jrtn an fafma am atfra aa Tam ata at mm maaai % faa ar% % atfsr ir 
mftrftpm aft am 99(1) v mat Jr armr fmaa mrafafaa faar 1 am mrmaa a m 
trf'frfaatfm farm far irrfaa - ft aar | far sfr Jrar % arfaa ft aara % mm mraam 
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frrT 1 1 rrrr qr «rr fr «fr Jrt Jr (i) ert 77 w 

^ ^ ^ m ir ^ srrf^ f*PTT <rr ?rk (ii) Jr srJr tr ^r% 

ERpT 5 ^ft % faa'NVl 5 ffr ERST ITT SRR 9 T JT ^cTTrT fT 3 *T % 

qWf 1|W aRJr % fatj frRcT % WJ Jf Ekr f^TT «TT I 

4. ffur 123(6) Jr 'TfTflTfTcT «re ssttret % faar^w <r, rrt wirtor % 
^ wfafJraffkr fran f% faqfftRr q«r*ff Jr fWNn «wf sr sfr JrarT qrrtirq faqr ^Jr 
^ =5117 TT PfTtr HTT 55T 1 188.20 WJ% *P> rrfJrr%rr ffgf foRT; lift 
2309.20 a?o nft sfrfTKT TRT t ^cl IW 5ft? ^TTT^ qt eft JpE SRI fjRT TOT HT 

srrftrp'fwrwfwiw 2500^° ^qarircTfViTTJrqfTOrst ^tt i *ref J- f :- 

(i) to irt tot far «fV JT<tt J 1 to ^rrfarcff %, farror ttott TOffa fanrr «rr, 

% 5RTR % IPI Jr 967 TO fart* «T; (ii) 20 TO<3[, qR r$X S5TT# «t7Y TO 

iTHTT^T ^TfPTPT EntrE^TOR 5RT, tRFfa TOJlfa JT, Spaf far* TO[; (iij) 81.20 TO 
apt TTO TO ETOT TOP I ITT sfR TOmf'H' m^R;W, ETO TJpft, tftEPJT 

3 KT Eroft ETOfa ®tt top faRfro srfqWr tfa r$jt% % «*WT »rf frofror ErrorfarTT 
*rk mroff aft sfacrro (%?$ttEH top) & <?p qfa % ^ei Jr faro tot; wk (1) 
120 to aft froffarr qtrof? tfa *rk % tfr fafaraflr Jett srt to tfar tot* JtfaRrc: % fkq; 
ftctT jrq, 3ft ProWa srtt % farq; fror w «u i 

5. faqfavr 5T5ff % faERE % ETO, faTOcT % Sfkk ^ 1RST t faR cT®tff % Tk 

Jr ^ flfffPrsrtfkr jwr % k? ^ ftra ?> ^ f, ^ irm Jr st^pr — 

19 r-rrCt, 1974 ap> trit 4 »f ^R?r *rnf«ri^^ qrsff pt pv tsv 
«fV ^fer^rr % vx vx §i «it i ypR rrh, ^hr w Tora - sitT rer srrfa 
WRT T 7 f*i' TG% per, fsFNft azR^T faRfker WRaff **fV «f( I Yfft fj-p if vm 

%% sTkt «pr rn - 4 r «fr nf «ft ’nk ^ 6 -pf 3 q- 5 f?«rr tff f^ffTa srerraf ^ nff «ff i 

Jr awr#^ *rpfaT^?R, % ii%fr «ff wtr: qk faRffer 

qtRff a qR'P f^r if | fRT if YTfkia ankcTff Jf WM 1 ’! aRTT'T qrit'TRahTR % 
q<Rf«TJTf TT ITfRa Tkr jp) fPPTfRT ^ «ft I RWIRT % ^ qP*Tf-TO'?f<a - fW fp 
*r$ f^ra: ?[> wr | far arr^r sr??ft Jr arr% ^te^t krafkra ^ Ro 2 % 

faqkwt Jr famfa'a qMf % ^ Jr RTrftRR tt wra akf afr qqr^r aRfi 
HWrcff apt faqk'P HffRTaT*ff ^ SHTfR 'PRTT qi I 

6 . ftarffka q 5 Pr>iff Jr rtprpt % fJr 4 q % kpj 11 qagax, 1974 qit 
Rnrr’ETJrtpr s^cfiRqjTfq arrafr 1 g^Rfpraqrqifpr a, aifRr 17 sr^r, 1 976 

% qqJr qrkr jttt iflfT^r ^ pr%rT fk % r*tt f?m q*R ^ffg- 26 

fq?nRT, 1974 % qxkr % sra'aa *pT Tk ferr 1 sfkr, ffrarq^ % Jr qrJr 

rrtfwrfJw qrfimr ^r srifk 20 pf, 1975 Jr eiptr'it fJ-srpr ewt faqfkr 

<FT a- I T5ROT EWW Jr, Eiffa 24 1 975 % qq% qrkr Rl fJiariTTO 

qwiaff qtfRr, Jr fair aqJr % ^ttr, ^rfrar rt ^r i 

7. tt^tRt Jr fpRi qrR ifrj- tx fafraR qrqV Jr, pfr*p Tfafpfeq #Tw, 

1951 qrrr 8 ar( 3) % qsfR 11^5^% spEfr tr ^ % gq, faqtfwa smpff 
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- t?«F ntfer arrft fen fefet fer wmif an fenn fen mn 1 anton % fer fjmnf 
10 mrm, 1976 aft i fnarfer sr«nff wr nnfen fsn 1 nfet fefer am tor 
fen feit srft%sr Jr x® fear wr | 1 mir snm an rf nfsro fefea? am fe felt 
«rr fe n?r srton aft sn^ mrft Jr ffe nfe nrft rsfe aft nsnt it snm | 1 *nfe? 
nfer wi Rrmarn it an at srator aft man % fen §1 nrmn a^nr *n far wi feme 
% fe nfe %% safer % nfer Jf sun amfe^t men fe ?*r mw =Pt <jfe w mmr 
«ft far ^ wrmr afe an^ sftr Rrmm % famrfe sffe sntor aft smer me fen 
stTcn 1 man n? aft a^nr nr fe ntor toe fern an antf ae^ fefaft sn to % fern 
it nm mnnnn an few ijmnr. m to rtt snfan % mw in snwTfer fe# narnr 
Jr nnrfenr torm srrfo re fe m aft #sar %i *fr sffe mfa ntor am aftf ®nr n$t fen sfto 
n man srnffei 1 fern snr, mfe net nr aft fe mr% nnfe to njrnr^fejfe fenm 
fen ain* 1 

8. mar rmnrran % fem4 nre xftx snrfej ? 1 ferfm snnto nfetft mar 

maim % fensr ifsrnto snfKranfr n$r mn mzn $ sfie n tfe nrfwft % ?r ae 
?twt 11 ir? nrnr nr mma Renea an $ feefar nw nfen mftor aft tof «ft fe^ 
ara if mmr % aft 1 if rft nTTfertn it srinto, mn ?ftr fefn % ot- fewf ir 
«TT^[ 15tt n^n rtjtiw % rntt fer | 1 

9 . nfe^rnr ir vmA\ skt m xm srrfe^TT: tr fer ^nn ni^r fe^fer 
qfsrwn rfrm *ft nfen | sfti; tnrit ferf-nr % fffe ir fTnrn nft ifern ^ 1 1 
w K nfefenr ferfer % nn4 it tfr ferr % nfernror v(\x ffenr tx, ^fef "Ft, 
"we nrnV’ vt qfe^rpn % ?nn<Tn nsrm 11 nfufenr trm sv vftx m if 

qr ttw ^ fesnn tfe feft fe?fet it nwnr t $x% % fe? fe|nT 

^r Wfsr fen w 11 ?r jt?; *fet% fe ferfer 

ntt rrfen if femfer snsft ^rq rfa fer'i'fet wnifefr it ir nfe^fen xftx fetn 
~m % ^nr tt wfeFR mnr ^t 1 ir mnrfe ^nrn €\ nmir^n stfent % xf\x ir 
^ *t ttit nff ft TOfr % fe fefe^f ir "we wr^rfe' "P^'Vft fefert fer nfefew ^t 
ni7r 8^ feT ngr % snfe fefer fwr ^rm *n ^r 1 rfen wr rqen: 
rmrirn ftfT feT rFnrnK it fewfenr ^ rrm 8^(3) % mfrn rfet tr 

5 1 

10. w fef?n aft rrnfen wfe«r an mn *r? x% wr<n | 1 a? « 4 fafer % f% 
amfenr naan: ^M-n ’ ifd sr^r % fe7 a? sfen nfe w Trsrntfear, wifeF ar nurrfe 
^fe if Trfenr ife?r aft ^r^nr t ^rn: nrfer fef ft trt % 1 ninfep a^tinn feT 
nnaft Rn«nTi frt ^rraft 4r?ra fesmf r;n wnanft wa % fer fertarfn 

nf ^ I I SR: vx SPFR % Rffer it 3i® rw xRTOTT fejRT STdfer fft ffe I fe 

fe, fefm an na rmnft nft ffer w fe 'we snwnn’ *Ffe «rfe fet 
•pt % w nmm fnfean it •mn fer it wafer aft fenr wnj 1 feffet 
Rnmnr % fearn 24 nanan, 1975 ir snmft fttt % fen mttw aft nwmr anaraa ir 
srfer wrfer aft srtn nferfr nw maim % fen st\t sn^ar aft fifer aiit sn<ar aft 
am % fen «it 1 nnjmn: nnrme fem wwt ann^t, 1979 am snft n^t ftfe afefe 
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frorR tot % faq fr®Ti from tor^T, i e 1 4 4 f*rt «tt i frog srot Rtfrorfro 
xrftrprT to tr'tr tor gq % ttwttr r fasriR tot 20 r£, 1975 r frofer 

TORtl TO RRR TTTO Tr^TpR TORR T TOTR it I 5 pft ^ RRTRT TOTO R*fV $fa TP^lflT 
TOT Rg 9IW RRTqit fa RPIMiT TITO 4 RfafsTR pR^ffaR RTTOT far % FTlftlT TOTt 
% fair qfrforfr WRTOT gt Hf | ! faT 'iff Hf RtRRT RpRR |Vr f«p RTOTPE fRRfaR 
BTTT TOPP TO R fatffRR fasTTR TOT TO TOR TOT fro % RR FTt^fsR fRArffera- TOTOT 
TOTpTR ^T?T % TOR it ?tt TO il wflPP RRR R^t ?f'TO | rPtoHR % 3 5 6 % tftftR 

TT'^rfa Rft R^RtTOTT RTRITO STH^rr it 20 Rt, 1978 % R1R HIT R^T 7g RTOft $ I 

«rar: to rtrt to toprt | fa rttotos tito Jf ^ famR rrt % rsr % foq rttotot 

fTOpTOpRfTOrf TO R 1978 % RERTOP jftTOPRS I RR; ffTOTHTTOg fa RpRpRRRSTITT 
8“F( 1) t % RtftR TOT% RTR% it tffTOT PR<TOf tpt Rlffa % (wtR 24 TORT, 1975 ?T) 
<ftR TO Tit RRftj % faq fRTgciT Rfa "tlTO RiTR it TO TOR RfRptFRR gt 5Trq4t fa 

frotfaR wwpff r?r % tot qsp Rrerrro faRfaR it ?rfa rrt to RTOrto® froiR rrt % 
tor % f,t it rr RTk ?r frorfpT gt Rrq*n t ft RfapRTOr tfr «tttt sv( 3) % 
wnfar to tpt £rt j fa w rtrr it frotfro k 24 torto, 1975 n sritu 
^rofr 4 )i 3 t 4 «ft TOftr % Pto frofro f% j rr >311 tort $ %(\t tort R^fror gkr 1 

Rf fe^ft; 

2 6 tnw, 1976. (5°) RPftRTTO, 

RTRT «PT TJTO fRRtHR WT^TO I 


[Ro TOo 7(l7)/76-fa.H] 
^o ^'IRTTTOR, RIJTO rTto I 


j^t ttoto;, rttr rttot Pr3rI rts, r^ froft tot t^stt tot 

tTOfros, totor Ptotr, krrft ^ttt Wtror 1976 
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